
IN THE SUPREME COURT FOR THE STATE OF MICHIGAN 

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF MICHIGAN, Supreme Court No. 
(Leave blank.) ^ 

Plaintiff-Appellee, ' Court of Appeals No. '^^^^^'^ 
^ (From Coun oi Appeals decision.) 

DAVID ALLEN SNYDER ^ Trial Court No. 14-7061-FH 
(rnnt tne name you were convicted under on ihrs line.) ' (See Court of Appeals bnet or Hresentence investigation Keport.) 

Defendant-Appellant. 

INSTRUCTIONS: Answer each question. Add more pages if you need more space. NOTE: If you are appealing a Court 
of Appeals decision involving an administrative agency or a civil action, you will have to replace th is page with one 
containing the relevant information for that case. 

PRO PER APPLICATION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL 

1. I was found guilty on (OateofPlea orVerdict) 11/05/2014 -

2. I was convicted of (Name of offense) . F a i l u r e to Register Place of Employment. 

3. I had aDguilby plea; • no contest plea; Hjury trial; • t r i a l by judge. (Mark one mat applies.) 

4. I was sentenced by Judae ^^""^"^ ^- on 12/15/2014 
(Pnnt Of type name of judge) (Print or type date you were sentenced) 

in the GRATIOT County Circuit Court to years months 
(Name of county where you were sentenced) (Put minimum B e n l e n c e here) 

to years months, and to years ^ months to 15 years 0 months. 
(Print or type maximum sentence) (Minimum sentence) (f.^aximum sentence) 

I am in prison atthe St- Louis Prison - STF/W in St. Louis , Michigan. 
(PrinI Of t y p e name of prison) {Print or type d l y wtiere prison is tocated.) 

5. The Court of Appeals affirmed my conviction on ?/ift/?nife 
(Print or type date stamped on Court of Appeals decision) 

• in. case number 325449 ^ A copy of that decision is attached. 
(Print or type number on Court of Appeals decision) 

A motion f o r r e c o n s i d e r a t i o n was denied on 3/29/2016. A copy I s attached. 
6. ( 3 This application is filed within 56 days of the Court of Appeals decision, (it MUST be received by the court 

within 56 days of date on Court of Appeals decision in criminal cases and 42 days in civil cases. Delayed applications are NOT permitted, 

effective September 1, 2003.J 

m 1 0 2016 

SUPREME C 
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PRO PER APPLICATION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL cont. 

DAVIg ALLFN SNYDER Defendant-Appellant CANo. 325449 

INSTRUCTIONS: In tHe part below, only bring up issues that were in your Court of Appeals brief. Attach a copy of your 
Court of Appeals brief if possible. If you prepared a supplemental brief which was filed in the Court of Appeals, those issues 
go in this part also. You should attach a copy of that brief, too, if you can. New issues go in question 8 on page 7. 

GROUNDS - ISSUES RAISED IN COURT OF APPEALS 

7. I want the Court to consider the issues as raised In my Court of Appeals brief and the additional 
. information below. 

ISSUE!: 
A. (Copy the headnote, the title of the issue, f rom your Court of Appeals brief.) 

Would i t have disrupted, unduly inconvenienced, and burdened the t r i a l to allow Snyder to prove to 
a jury that there was no l ^ a l basis for a t r i a l at a l l ^Aiere direct sunshine reveals that the 
State cannot establish that the SORA-listed offense sentencing procedures were followed; And did 

— ^ h * . r/Mirh n f Appoal s p r r i n f^TiHing that t h e less than one second that elapsed between when 
defease counsel refused to raise the issue, and Snyder's decision to represent himself constituted 

B. ^rt©498L^^5bfey?Wi^SW the Court of Appeals decision on this issue because: {Check all the ones you think 

apply to this issue, but you must check at least one.) 

n 1. The issue raises a serious question about the legality of a law passed by the legislature. 
D 2. The issue raises a legal principle which is very important to Michigan law. 
LU 3. The Court of Appeals decision is cleariy wrong and will cause an important injustice to me. 
IxU 4. The decision conflicts with a Supreme Court decision or another decision of the Court of 

Appeals. 

C. {Explain why you think the choices you checked in "B" apply to this issue. List any cases that you want the Supreme 
Court to consider. State any facts which you want the Court to consider. If you think the Court of Appeals mixed up 
any facts about this issue, explain here. If you need more space, you can add more pages.) , 

the fact that Snyrfpr argued with his lawyer about t h e affinnahivo Hpf<*nsf> a l l tho way iml-^l j n c h hwfr^r-o 

opeaing argunents — but the lawyer f l a t l v rejected the afflTmattve defense — should not he gonstnied 
to find as untimely Snyder's oral motion to self-represent made before oral arguments heg^. The Court 
of Appeals relied on PEOPLE v AKDEKSQN, 398 Mich 361, 367 (1976) wherein the defendant had moved to 
represent himself months after opening arguments had been ooade. Clearly, this is a mis-^pllcatlon of 
ANDERSON. The fac t that mandatory senteaclng procedures proscribed by SOM were not adhered to cannot 
be overlocdced in this matter. Had Sr^rder been allowed to exercise his right to represent himself» this 
would have come to light at t r i a l and a different outcome would have been unavoidable. See, 
PEOPLE V LEE, 288 MlchApp 739, 7A4 (2010)("Even thou^ registration under SCRA is regulatory and not a 
punishnent, there must be an outside limit to I t s application. The most logical limit is at the end of 
the court's jurisdiction over the case"). See attached briefs to the Court of Appeals. 
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PRO PER APPLICATION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL (cont.) 

DAVID ALLEN SNYDER Defendant-Appellant CANo. 325449 

INSTRUCTIONS: In the part below, only bring up issues that were in your Court of Appeals brief. Attach a copy of your 

Court of Appeals brief if possible. If you prepared a supplemental brief which was fi led in the Court of Appeals, those issues 

go in this part also. You should attach a copy of that brief, too, if you can. New issues go in question 8, on page 7. 

ISSUE II: 
A. (Copytheheadnote, the title of the issue, from your Court of Appeals brief.) 
Should a new t r i a l be ordered vAiere, at a jury t r i a l , the Judge denied Defendant's request to rq>resent 
himself without establishing on the record vAiether Defendant knew what he was doing or that he was not 
literate, competent, and understandingly and voluntarily exercising his informed frpt* w i l l m f n y ^ n th^ 

B. The C o u r t should review the Court of Appeals decision o n this issue because: (Check all the ones you think 

apply to this issue, but you must check at least one.) 

mi 1. The issue raises a serious question about the legality of a law passed by the legislature. 

G3 2. The issue raises a legal principle which is veiy Important to Michigan l a w . 

H 3. The Court of Appeals decision is clearly wrong a n d will cause an important injustice to me. 

H 4. The decision conflicts with a Supreme Court decision or another decision of the Court o f 

Appeals. 

C. (Explain w h y you think the choices you checked in B apply to this issue. List any cases that you want the Supreme 

Court to consider. State any facts which you want the Court to consider. If you think the Court of Appeals mixed up 

any facts about this issue, explain here. If you need more space, you can add more pages.) 

Ihis Court has held that denying a criminal defendant's lootion to self-represent, as h^pened l^re, 
without establishing on-the-record idiether the defendant knew what he was doing or that he was not literate 
coopetent, and understandingly and voluntarily exercising his informed free w i l l to f o r ^ o the traditional 
benefits associated with the right to counsel requires a new t r i a l . PEOPLE v HOUXIMB, 393 Mich 326 , 335-
36 (1975). U.S. Const. Ams V & XIV.. Here, the t r i a l judge prejudicially threatened Si^er i n the 
presoice of the jury with physical removal frcm the courtrocm unless he "shut his mouth." As stated i n 
Issue I above, Snyder moved to represent himself instantaneously upon beccxning aware that his ^jpointed 
lawyer would not raise the affirmative defense that S ( ^ sentencing procedures had not been followed vhen 
Si^er wsa convicted of a SORA-listed offense and, therefore, .there was no I ^ a l basis to prosecute him 
for non-coii?)liance with StKA. See the attached briefs to the Court of Appeals. 
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PRO PER APPLICATION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL cont. 

DAVID ALLEj SNYDER , Defendant-Appellant OA No. 325449 

INSTRUCTIONS: in the part below, only bring up issues that were In your Court of Appeals brief. Attach a copy of your 

Court of Appeals brief If possible. If you prepared a supplemental brief which was fi led in the Court of Appeals, those Issues 

go in this part also. You should attach a copy of that brief, too, if you can. New issues go in question 8 on page 7. 

ISSUE III: 
A. Copy the headnote , the title of the issue, f rom your Court of Appea ls br ief . ) , 
Ihe judgment of sentence for a s^-crime in the underlying case provided no f i n a l determination,, as requiref| 
by law, that Si^der would be required to register as a sex-offender. The jijdgment of sentence in the 
underlying case settled' the private rights of the parties. SCRA re-opens underlying cases that the courts 
have passed their f i n a l judgpient upon. SORA, as applied to SSiyder, therefore. Is an unconstitutional 
violation of judicial power. 
B. The Court should review the Court of Appeals decision on this i s s u e because: {Check all the ones you think 

apply to this Issue, but you must check at least one.) 

CH 1. The issue raises a serious question about the legality of a law passed by the legislature. 

H 2. The issue raises a legal principle which is very important to MIchiganiaw. 

[Zl 3. The Court of Appeals decision Is clearly wrong and will cause an Important injustice to me. 

. H 4. The decision conflicts with a Supreme Court decision or another decision of the Court of 

Appeals. 

C. (Explain why you think the choices you checked in B apply to this Issue. List any cases that you want the Supreme 

• Court to consider. State any facts which you want the Court to consider, if you think the Court of Appeals mixed up 

any facts about this issue, explain here. If you need more space, you can add more pages.) 
SQCnUS made clear long ago, in PEMNSYLVAKIA v WHEELING AND BEUOT BRIDGE, 591 US 421 (1856), the general 
rule against modification of settled judgments. The 1995 judgment of sentence in Snyder's case did not 
Include a f i n a l determination as required under MCL § 28.724(5), that Snyder would be required to regis­
ter as a sex offender; and the voluntariness of the plea supporting i t depends on idiether Siyder was advi 

prior to plea regarding SCRA. PEOPLE v LEE, 489 Mich 289, 296 (2011); PEOPLE v POWIIli:, 291 MichApp 
363, 394 (2011).. The 1995 judgEDent settled the private rights of the parties, yet, SORA "re-opens" some 
of these cases unconstitutionally. LAMKKAF v USI FILM HtODCCIS, 515 US 244 (1994). The judgment "is 
as much an article of property as aitythlng else a party owns." LOUISANA v MAYOR OF NEW ORLEANS, 109 US ; 
291 (1893). See the attached briefs to the Court of appeals. 
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PRO PER APPLICATION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL cont. 

DAVID ALLEN SNYDER , Defendant-Appellant CA No. 325449 

INSTRUCTIONS: In the part below, only bring up issues that were in your Court of Appeals brief. Attach a copy of your 

Court o f Appeals brief if possible. If you prepared a supplemental brief which was fi led in the Court of Appeals, those issues 

go in this part also. You should attach a copy of that brief, too, if you can. New issues go in question 8 on page 7. 

ISSUE iV: 
A. (Copy the headnote, the title of the fssue, from your Court of Appeals brief.) 
The recent amendments to SORA violate the Ex. Post Facto Clause. Rather than rQieating and manipulating 
tmilti-factor tests that have been applied in tAiollv dissimilar cases and pre-date the narrow punitive/ 
rntPdif^] f p^t ffnnniinrpfl f n SMTTK v TY)F., S4 (7mn), the Cntirt should apply thg SMnn punitive'^reniedij. 
teat to the current vorcion of SORA to dctormino <Aiothcr the 2011 omcndments thereto have rendered GORA 

punitive. 
B. The Court should review the Court of Appeals decision on this issue because: (Check all the ones you thinly 

apply to this issue, but you must check at least one.) 

H 1. The issue raises a serious question about the legality of a law passed by the legislature. 

Q 2. The issue raises a legal principle which is very important to Michigan law. 

C3 3. The Court of Appeals decision is cleariy wrong and will cause an important Injustice to me. 

E 4. The decision conflicts with a Supreme Court decision or another decision of the Court of 

Appeals. 

C. (Explain why you think the choices you checked in B apply to this issue. List any cases that you want the Supreme 

Court to consider. State any facts which vou want the Court to consider. If you think the Court of Appeals mixed up 

any facts about this issue, explain here. If you need more space, yoU can add more pages.) 
Michigan has so far failed to apply the narrow punitive/remedial test announced la SMITH v DOE to determi le 
vAiether the CURRENT version of SCBA is punitive. Instead, recent decisions have repeated and manlpulatec 
the SMIIH, test to a SC&A that no longer conports with the version that existed when SMITH was decided. 

The decisions i n lANNI v ENGLEB, 994 FSupp 849 (ED Mich 1998) and PEOPLE v PENNDiSTO, 240 MichApp 188 
(2000) are no lOTger relevant I f the Court were to honestly apply SMTIH the version of SORA that now 
exists after the 2011 SORA-amaidments. I t ' s not the same law - - and the Court needs to apply the SMITH 

test to the current version of the law. See attached briefs to the Court of Appeals. 
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PRO PER APPLICATION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL cont. 

DAVID ALLEN SNYDER , Defendant-Appellant CA No. 325449 

INSTRUCTIONS: In the part below, only bring up issues that were in your Court of Appeals brief. Attach a copy of your 

Court of Appeals brief if possible, j f you prepared a supplemental briefwhich was filed in the Court ofAppeals, those issues 

go in this part also. You should attach a copy of that brief, too, if you can. New issues go in question 8 on page 7. 

ISSUE V: 
A. (Copy the headnote. the title of the issue, from your Court of Appeals brief.) 

Years after a guilty plea conviction of a sex-crime before SORA became law, Snyder was registered 
without his consent and threatened be government off i c i a l s with re-incarceration unless he signed papers 
to confirm an obligation to register as a sex-offender. Pursuant to a claim of right. Snyuder refused to 
register and was subsequently arrested and prosecuted for sane without his conspnh. Rnyeifr i s tiw v-frtltn 

of malicious prosecution; Contrary to § 600.2907. 
B. The Court should review the Court ofAppeals decision on this issue because: (Check all the ones you think 

apply to this issue, but you must check at least one.) 

CD 1. The issue raises a serious question aboutthe legality of a law passed by the legislature. 

Q 2. The issue raises a legal principle which is very important to. Michigan law. 

Q 3. The Court ofAppeals decision Is clearly wrong and will cause an important injustice to me. 

Q 4. The decision conflicts with a Supreme Court decision or another decision of the Court of 

Appeals. 

C. (Explain why you think the choices you checked in B apply to this issue. List any cases that you want the Supreme 

Court to consider. State any facts which you want the Court to consider, if you think the Court of Appeals mixed up 

4any facts about this Issue, explain here. )f you need more space, you can add more pages.) 
Any adhesion documents signed by Snyder purporting acquiescence to SOEIA obligations are the result of 
duress and coercion, and therefore, void. I n HAOCLEE v HEADLEE, 45 Mich 569 , 574 (1881) Justice Cooley 
gave e definition of duress; "Duress exists viien one by the unlawful act of another is induced to make a 
contract or perform some act under circumstances i * i c h deprive him of the exercise of free w i l l . " By no 
means did Siyder sign any SORA-related documents except under the threat of arrest. See the attached 

briefs to the Court of. Appeals 
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FOR MORE ISSUES, ADD PAGES. GIVE THE SAME INFORMATION. NUMBER EACH ISSUE. 

PRO PER APPLICATION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL cont. 

_ , Defendant-Appellant OA No. 

NEW ISSUES - INSTRUCTIONS: If you want the Supreme Court to look at errors which were not raised In the Court of 

Appeals by your attorney or you, check YES in "8." Answer parts A, B, and C for each new issue you raise. There is space 

provided for 2 new issues. You can add more pages. If you do not have new issues, go to question 9 on page 8. 

GROUNDS-NEWISSUES 

8. • YES, I want the Court to considerthe additional grounds for relief contained in the following Issues. 

The issues were not raised in my Court of Appeals brief. MCR 7.302(F)(4). 

NEW ISSUE I: 

A. (State the new issue you want the Court to consider.) . '. .— 

B. The Court should review this issue because: (Check all the ones you think apply to your case, but you must 
check at least one.) 

EU 1. The issue raises a serious question about the legality of a law passed by the legislature. 

CD 2. The issue raises a legal principle which is very important to Michigan law, 

C. (Explain why you think that your choices in B above apply to this issue in your case. List any cases and citations, 

laws, or court rules, etc. which support your argument. Explain hovy they apply to this issue. State the facts which 

support and explain this issue. If these facts were not presented in court, explain why. You can add more pages.) 
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PRO PER APPLICATION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL (cont.) 

, Defendant-Appellant CA No._ 

NEW ISSUE II: 

A. (State the new issue you want the Court to consider.) 

B. The Court should review this issue because; (Check all the ones you think apply to your case, but you must 

check at least one.) , 

CH 1. The issue raises a serious question about the legality of a law passed by the legislature, 

n 2. The issue raise's a legal principle which is very important to Michigan law. 

C. (Explain why you think that your choices in B above apply to this issue in your case. List any cases and citations, 

laws, or court rules, etc. which support your argument. Explain how they apply to this issue. State the facts which 

support and explain this issue. If these facts were not presented in court, explain why. You can add more pages.) 
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RELIEF REQUESTED 

9. For the above reasons I request that this Court GRANT leave to appeal, APPOINT a lawyer 

to represent me, and GRANT any other relief it decides I am entitled to receive. 

9 May 2016 
{Dife) 
244969 

(Pnniyour name and numder riere.j 

(Sign youmame Ijere.J 

320 N. H u b b a r d > S t r e e t 
(Print yoiraadress nere.) 

S t . L o u i s , Mr 48880 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT FOR THE STATE OF MICHIGAN 

PF.nPTiF. OF THK .^TATR OF MTCHTGAN 
(Print the name of the opposing party, e.g., "People of the Slate of Michigan.) 

Plaintiff-Appellee, 

DAVID ALLEN SNYDER 
(Print the name you were convicted under on this line.) 

Defendant-Appellant. 

Supreme Court No. 

Court'of Appeals No. 

(Leave tjlanic) 

325449 
(From Court of Appeals decision.)' 

Trial Court No. 14-7061-FH 
(See Court of Appeals brief or Presentence Investigation Report) 

MOTION FOR WAIVER OF FEES AND COSTS 

Appellant, pursuant to MCR 7.319{7)(h) and MCL 600.2963, for the reasons stated in the 
attached affidavit of indigency, requests that this Court: (Checi? the ones tiiat apply to you.) 

H GRANT a waiver pursuant to MCR 7.3l '9(7)(h) of all fees required for filing the attached 
pleadings because the provisions of MCL 600.2963, requiring prisoners to pay filing fees 

- do not apply to appeals from a decision involving a criminal conviction or appeals froim a 
decision of an administrative agency. The statute applies exclusively to prisoners filing civil 

• cases and appeals in civil cases. 

• GRANT a waiver pursuant to MCR 7.319(7)(h) of all fees required for filing the attached 
pleadings because the provisions of MCL 600.2963, requiring only indigent prisoners to 
pay court filing fees violates the equal protection provision of the Michigan Constitution, 
A r t l , S e c 2 . 

• • Temporarily waive the initial partial payment of filing fees for the attached pleadings and 
order the Michigan Department of Correction to'collect and pay the money to this Court at 
a later date in accordance vWth MCL 600.2963, when the money becomes available in 
appellant's prison account. If the Court does not allow this, I will be prevented from filing 
the attached pleading in a timely manner. 

• Allow an initial partial payment of $. of the fee for filing the attached pleadings 
and order the Michigan Department of Correction to collect the remaining money and pay 
Ttom^ Court at a later date in accordance with MCL 600.2963 as additiona money 
becomes available in my prison account. If the Court dogs noj^ l low this, I will be 
prevented from filing the attached pleading in a timely mai 

9 May 2016 
(Uate) 

244969 

l£ign"you?namene 

320 N. Hubba Street 
(Hnnt your name ana nun^oer nere. 

(Hnnt youraaaress nere.} 
St. Louis, MI 48880 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT FOR THE STATE OF MICHIGAN 

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF MICHIGAN 

(Print the name of the opposing parly. e.g. Teople of the State of Mictiigan.'} 

Plaintiff-Appellee,^ 

Supreme Court No. 

Court of Appeals No. 

(Leave Oiantc) 
3 2 5 4 4 9 

(rrom uoun oi Appeals decision.) 

DAVID ALLEN SNYDER 
(Hnni tne name you were conviciea unoer on tms iine.j 

Trial Court No. 1 4 - 7 0 6 I - F H 
(See Court of Appeals bnet or Hresenience invesogation KeporLj 

Defendant-Appellant. 

AFFIDAVIT OF INDIGENCY 

in St. Louis MI. 
{city wnere pnson is located) 1. My name is David AUen Snyder . . I am in prison at ^ ' ^ ^ 

[ I ype or pnni your name here.) (Name or pnson) 

My prison number is 244969 lyiy income and assets are: (Check the ones that apply to you. 
(Your pnson numoer.) 

• My only source of income is from my prison job and I make $ 
• i iiave no income. S I have no assets that can be converted to cash. 

I can not pay the filing fees for the attached application. 

I ask this Court to waive the filing fee in this matter. 

I declare that the statements above are true to the best ofjjtyi^nowl^Sg 

9 May 2016 
lUaie) 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

On Hay 9 , 2016 , 3&6fit , i mailed by U.S. mail one copy of the documents^ 
a check mark by the ones you mailed.). 

H Affidavit of Indigency and Proof of Service 
Q Motion to Waive Fees and Costs . • 
• Statement of Prisoner Account (this Is not necessary in criminal appeals) 
H Pro Per Application for Leave to Appeal with a copy of Court of Appeals Decisloh^§i/^^ 
H Court of Appeals Brief 

. ES Supplemental Court of Appeals Brief 

TO: G r a t i o t 
(Name of county where you were sentenced) 

Ithaca 
(City) 

per day. 

ation and belief. 

h your name nere.) 

David Alien Siwd 
f Hnnt your name nera.J 

County Prosecutor, 2iA E Center 
(Address) 

48847. 
(Zip Code) 

declare that the statements above are true to the best of my knowledge, information and belief. 

9 May ' 2 0 1 6 

(Date) 
(Sign your name hero.) 

David A l l e n Snyder 
{Print your name here.) 
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COVER LETTER 
9 May 2016 

(Put Today's Date) 

MAy 10 2016 

V DAVID ALLEN SNYDER 
(Print the name of the opposing party, e.g., "People of the Stale of Michigan.") {Print (he name you were convicted under here.) 

Clerk 
Michigan Supreme Couil 
P.O. Box 30052 
Lansing, Ml 48909 

RE: PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF MICHIGAN 

Supreme Court No. 
Court of Appeals No. 325449 
Trial Court No. 

(Leave blank - the Clerk will assign a number for you.) 

(Get this number from the Court of Appeals decision.) 

(Get this number from Court, of Appeals brief or 
Presentence Investigation Report.) 

Dear Clerk: 

Enclosed please find the original of the pleadings checked below. (Put a check mark by the items 
you are sending.) ) am indigent and can not provide seven copies. Please file them. 

^ Affidavit of Indigency/Proof of Service 
]£_ Motion to Waive Fees and Costs 

Statement of Prisoner Account (this is not necessary in criminal appeals) • 
Pro Per Application for Leave to Appeal 
Court of Appeals Decision {You must enclose a copy of the Court of Appeals deci.sion.) 
Court of Appeals Brief (This is not necessary, but it is a good idea.) 
Supplemental Court of Appeals Brief (This is not necessary, but it is a good idea.) 
Other 

Thank you. iNStRueTroNs 

Sincerely, 

^ ^ g n your name here.) 

David A l l e n ̂ nvd 
(Print or type your name here.) 

244969 
(Print or type your prisoner number here.) 

320 N. Hubbard Street 
(Print or typo your address hare.) 

St. Louis, MI 48880 
(Print or type your City, Stale, and Zip Code here.) 

Copy sent to: 

(Fill in the county where you were convicted.) 
County Prosecutor 

•I. : Mg u .vy i[lXf3:#,d T£̂ cbpj.e_s:-and_ 

:IMaiIi.^ij^o^|ffeF^jnd 
^_'̂ |§acligp-io':tH9:'p^ 

•••y^Mlh conyj'eteiiy-• 

-pfeslclings-Tbr yb'Gî -fi'lei '-

© 2003 Prison Legal Services of Michigan, Inc. P L S M S E L F - H E L P P A C K E T Page 1 of 1 PLSMS4163 08.14.03 


